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Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or 
proceeding. 



Commissioner for Patents 



This communication is in response to the Board of Appeals' request for a proper explanation of the grounds of rejection on appeal and 
to include missing references under the Evidence Relied Upon section of the Examiner's Answer. 

The AppcUanl's slalcmcnt of grounds of rejection to be reviewed on appeal is incorrect because it is inconsistant with the status of 
claims section and the arguments presented in the brief The correct grounds of rejection are as Ibllows: 

Claims 37, 38, 40-43, 46 and 50-53 are rejected 35 U.S.C. (a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 1 ,435,3 1 1 to Knight. 
Claims 44 and 45 are rejected 35 U.S.C. (a) as being unpatentable over Knight in view of U.S. 4,929,478 to Conaghan et al. 
Claim 39 is rejected 35 U.S.C. (a) as being unpatentable over Knight in view of U.S. 4,181,157 to DeCamp. 
Claims 47-49 are rejected 35 U.S.C. (a) as being unpatentable over Knight in view of U.S. 3,762,982 to Whittington. 



The evidence relied upon in the Examiner's Answer is provided below: 



(8) Evidence Relied Upon 



U.S. 1,435,311 Knight 11-1922 

U.S. 4,929,478 Conaghan et al. 5-1990 

U.S. 4,181,157 DeCamp 1-1980 

U.S. 3,762,982 Whittington 10-1973 
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Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3754 
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